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Obſervations upon the 0ath Enacted 
1. Elz. commonly called, The 
Oath of SUPREMACY. 


a25' Y the Oathof Supremacy Enacted by Hepry the 

Fi Eighth, the ſaid King was ſworn to be Supreme » 
4: Head of the Church of England. Which title 
{2 was of ſogreart offence and ſcandal, even to ſome 
*A of thoſe that then profeſſed the Reformed Re- 
ligion, that they writ Jnvectives againſt the 
ſame, 2s Romane Catholicks allo did, and ſundry perſons loſt 
their lives in thoſe daies for denial thereof, as is written of Sir 
Sh Thomas More, and others. 

But that Oath was afterwards aboliſht by Parliament, with // 
ſome other ſtatures relating thereunto: and in the f#ttÞ year tree 
of Queen Elizabeth the entuing Oath was enjoyned by an A 
then entitled ( AU ancient Furiſdiction reftoredtothe Crown, and 


all forreign power aboliſhed) the words of which Oath are as 
follow E th, 


l A, B. dontterly teftific and declare in my conſcience, that the 
Queens Highneſſe is the only Supreme Governour of this Realm, 
of all other her Highneſſes Dominions and Countreys, as well in 
all Spiritua'l or Fccleſtaſtical things or Cauſes, as temporal, &C. 
That no forreign Prince, Perſon, Prelate, State or Potentate, hath, 
or onght to have any Juriſaiction, Power, Superiority, Prehomi- 
nence, or Authority Fecleſiaftical or Spiritual within this Realm, 
and.therefore I domiterly renounce ard forſake all foreign Furiſ- 
aiction,, Powers, Superiorities, and Authorities, and do promiſe 
that from henceforth I ſhall bear or and true Allegiance to the 


Dacens 


(2) 5% 
Lurers Highneſs, ber Heirs and lawful Succeſiaxs, 3nd to my pow- 
er ſhall aſi; ft and defend all Fw iſaittions, Priviledges, Prehers.- 
nencies and Authorities granted or belonging to the Queens High- 
neſſe, her Heirs and Succeſsors, or united and annexed to the In- 
perial Crown of this Realm, So help me God, and by the Contents 
of this Book, 

Although the words of this Oath are not the ſame as in the 
former, and Supreme Head of the Charch of England not parti- 
cularly mentioned therein, yet according to the comman accep- 
tation of the words in the ſaid Oath, it ſeemed to attribute ro 
| her ſaid Majeſty in «fect and ſubſtance no leſs ſpiritual Juriſdi- 
tion and power; {nay more) then what the ſaid, former Oath did 
or might import, Wherefore this Oath was alfo excepted at by 
divers. Jn which conſiceration, and for the cleating of doubts 
that might be conceived thereupon, her Majeſty by an Admoni- 
710 in her InjunGtions publiſhed atterwards in the laid firſt year 
ot her Reign, did explain and interpret the fence and meaning of 
the words-of the fatd Oath, in whichthe ſame fhould from thence- 
torth be acc: pred and-raken, The Admonition and Title 1s as fol- 
loweth, 

An Asmenition.to Simple men deceived by malicions, 


The Queens Majeſty being informed, that in certain places 0 
the > ſundry y 2 we rar ects being called to E rl 
cal Miniflry in the Church, be by ſiniſter perſwaſion, and perverſe 
conftruttion, induced to finde ſome ſcruple in the form of an Oath, 
which by an Att of the laff Parliament is preſcribed to be required 
of divers perſons for the Recognition of their Allegiance to her Ma- 
Jeſty, which certainly never was ne ever meant, nor by any equity of 
words or good fence can be thereef gathered ; would that all her lo- 
vine Subjetts ſhou'd nnderfland, that nothing was, is, or ſhall be 
meant or intended by the ſame Oath, to have any other duty,allegi- 
ence, or bond required by the ſame Oath, then was acknowledged { 
be due tothe moſt noble Kings of famous memory, K. Henry this. 
hex Majefties Father, or K.Edward the 6, her Majeſties Brivber 

* And further, her Majeſty forbiddeth all manner her Subjeeis; to 


give car or credit to ſach perverſe and malicions perſons, arh 
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| (3) | OS 
fintfterly and medlicibuſly labdur to notifie to hr loving Subje#;, how 
by words of the ſaid Oath it may be/collefied, that the Kings or 
Dyeeus of this Real, poſeffors of the Crown, may challenge auti/9- 
rity and power of Miniitry, of Divine Service in the Church:where- 
in her ſaid Subjetts be much abuſed by ſuch evil noſes perſons; 
for certainly her Majeſty neither 40'h, nor ever will challenge any 
other authority then that was challenged- and lately nſed by the 
ſaid noble Kings of famous memory, K. Henry the Eighth, and 
X Edward the ſixth, which is and was of ancient t,ne due 


' tothe Jinpertall Crown of this Rea/m, THAT TS, un- - 


der God to have the S9veraignty and Rule over all man- 
ner perſons bo211 within theſe Kealms, Dominiong aud 
Lountreys, of what eſtate either Eccleſtalttcal oz tempo « 
ral ſoeverthey be, SO AS no other fozretg'1 power ſhall 
02 91ght to have any ſapertpzity over thim, Ard 7f any 
perſon that hath coliceigged any other ſence of the ferm of the ſaid 
Oath, ſhall accept the fame Oath with this Interpreta'ipn, ſence_or 
meaning , her Majeſty is . well pleaſed to accept every ſuch in 
that behalf, as her good and obedient Subjeds, aud ſpall acquit 
them of all manner penn containedin the ſaid Adt, agatnft (uch 
as ſhall peremptorily or ebftinately refuſe totake the ſam: 01h. 
Ic is oblervable, thac the Queen did thus explaia and 1nter-, 
pret the words of this Oath by tier own authority, But whereas 
ſome might chen obje<, as others have done fince, upon the lame 
occa(ion, that the words of an Oath could not be warrantably in- 
terpreted from their ordinary ſence, and n{ual acceptation, by any 
authority leſs then that of the Law-miker - Theretore the (aid 
Admonitien was confirmed by her ſaid Majeſty in Parliament, by 
the Satute 5 &(iz, cap.1, wherein is this Proviſo as tolloweth, 

Provided alſo, that the Oath expreſied in the ſaid At made in 
the * ur firſt Year, ſhall be taken and expound d in ſuch foim as ts 
ſet forth jn 1n A1monition annex:4rto the Queens Maſeſties Injun- 
ions publiſhed in the firſt Tear of her Majeſtres Reizz , That is to 


ſay, to confeſie and atknowledie in hey Maj eff y, her Heirs and Suc- 


ceſſors, noxe other authority then that wi ch ullenged and lately uſed 
by the NebleK Henry the 8. and K.Edward the 6. 4s in the ſaid 


a4monition more pl :1:ly may appear. 
A 2 Ir 


(4) 

It is obſervable, that in vertue of this Proviſor inthe ſaid 
Statute, the aforeſaid adwonzition acquired the force of a Law 
as-much as the Prowviſoe it felt had, . which referres tothe ſaid 
admonition, and conſequently makes void in law whatſoever 
was formerly Enacted contrary to the ſame, So that from and 
after the ſaid Act 5, E/iz. the ſaid Oath (though pronounced 
in the form of words werbatims, as is expreſſed in.the A 7. 
Eliz, ) yet the effect and tenour.or the ſaid words muſt be con- 
ſtrued and underſtood in the form, and according to the 7nter- 
 pretation, ſence and meaning , as, appegzeth .in the, aforeſaid 
admonition, And whoſoever upon tender of the ſaid Oath un- 
to him, if ( when he ſhall have read or pronounced the words 
thereof) he do proteſle that he. intends in {wearing the ſame 
to mean thoſe {aid words in no other ſence, but according as 
the admonition aforeſaid doth ſet forth, No Officer whatſoever 
can-prefſe him to ſwear it any other waies. Which being mat- 
ter of Law the Learned in the Law can beſt reſolve, if any doubt 
be made thereof. 


Thenext Enquiry ſhall Le, if any thing be contained in the 
ſaid admonition, either in words or meaning, which a Cqn- 
{cienctous perſon, Proteſtant, or Roman . Catholike can juſtly 
except againſt, 

The. Exceptions generally . pretended againſt the (ame are. 
Firſt, That the ſaid Oath was purpolely framed for protefſion 
of Keligion then newly eſtabliſhed, Secondly, That the So- 
weraignty and rule Claimed by her Majeſty in the ſaid admonition 
is; over Eccleſiaſtical perſons, and in things and Cauſes ſpiritu- 
all. and Ecclefiaſtical, both which (ſay moſt of thoſe that except 
againſt the ſame) are exempted ( Fure divino) from the pow- 
er of the temporal Magiſtrate, and conſequently: the King is in 
effect declared thereby to be Head of the Church, Thirdly, 
That the ſpiritual power and Juriſdiftion' left by Chriſt to his 
Church, and the reſpective Paſtors ot the ſame, is likewiſe ab- 
ſolutely denyed therein,.. 'Theſe things [being . part - of- their 
"Faith and Religion, they cannot ſwear without genouncing the 

ame. 
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ſame, and giving ſcandal to others of their profeſſion, which 
therefore ſhall bethe ſubje& of our next Obſervations, 
I. The very words of this admonition do expreſs that the ſaid 


Oath was preſcribed and required for recognition of Allegt- 


ance. 
2, The Laticude of meaning which might be contained in the 


orgs of the Oath, iz. ( Under God Supreme Governour, 45 well 
in. Spirituall and Eccleſiaſtical things and Cauſes as temporal ) is 
reſtrained in this admonzition, by theſe words, wiz. Her Majeſty 
neither doth nor ewer will challenge any other authority then what was 
challenged. and lately wſed by Henry the Eighth, and Edward the 
fixth, which is and was of ancient time due to the Imperial Crown of 
this Realm, And then it is particularly ſpecified what that authort- 
ty was by the words of the laid adwonition immediatly following, 
viz. THAT IS wuder Godto have the Soveraienty and Rule over 
all manner perſons born within thoſe her Realms , Dominions, and 
nn of what eftate either Eccleſiaſticall or Temporall ſoever 
they be. 

: Leaſtby the ſaid Oath her Majeſty might ſeem to deny to the 
Church the Power and Juriſdiction lett by Chriſt to his Apo- 
ſtles and their Succeſlors, being meerly [pirituall, her Majeſty 
thereforeprofeſleth not to challenge auchority or power of Mt- 
niftry of divine Servicein the Church, And moreover reſtrains the 
denial of -Spirituall and Ecclefiaſtical Juriſdiftion, Power,&c. men- 
tioned in the ſid Oath ( being in general) to (uch Jurildiction 
( only ) aswas repugnant to the ſaid Soveraignty and Rule over 
alt her Subjects. Which is apparent by theſe words, So as no other 
forraign power ſhall. or ought to have any Supertority ovey them, ] 
which words (SO AS) denote the reſt to be relative to her Ma- 
jeſties Superiority and Rule, that immediately betore ' was de- 
clared, 

And in further proof thereof, Whereas the aforeſaid A& in the 
ſaid firſt Year of her Reign-was entituled [ All ancient Furiſdittte 
ons reſtored to the Crown, and all forreigu power abol:ſht, ] the 
Statute made in the fitth Year of her Reign, Cap. 1. ſeemed 
to qualifie or explain the ſaid former Act; for it entitled the aid 
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diftion over the fate EacleſiaFtical aud ſpiritual , and aboliſhing all 
forreigy power REPUGNANT to the ſame, The alteration of 
the Tule is very obſervable in this latter AR, for it ſeemed there- 
by to drnote and _ that which in the heat of the then 
ſuddain change of Religion had not been ſo maturely diſgeſted 
and eftablithed in the former, 

The Articles of the Church of Eng/ard, and of the Clergy, ex- 
preſle the Kings (aid pawer and Authority by calling it the c#vil 
(not [piritual ) iword, 

Nodctor Carleton afterwards Biſhop of Chicheſter in his notable 
Treatiſe of * Juriſdi&ions Epiſcopal, Regal and Papal, writes moſt 
learnedly and clearly upon this Subject. He ſayes pag. 9. * As for 
< {piricuall Juriſdi&tion of the Church, ſtanding in Examination of 
* Controverſtes of Faith, judging of Hereſtes, depofing of Here- 
«tricks, Excommunication of notorious and: ſtubborn offenders, 
« Orcination of Prieſts and Deacons, Inſtitution and collation of 
« Benihces and Spiritual Cures, &c. which Princes cannot give 
&« nor take from te Church, this power hath been practiſed by the 
& Church without coative Juriſdiction other then of Excommu- 
& nication, Bur when matters handled in the Eccleſiaſtical Conſiſto- 
& ry are not matters of Faith and Religion, but of a Civill nature 
<« which yet are called Eccleſtaiticall, as being given by Princes, 
< and appointed to be wichin the Cogniſance of that C onſiftory, 
«nd when the Cenſures are not ſpirituall , but carnall, com- 
<« pulſive, coattive, here appeareth the power of the Civil Ma- 
<« piſtrate, | 

« Page 42, 43. It canngt be denyed, but that there is a Power 
*1n.the Church, not only Internal but alſo of External Juriſdi&i- 
© on, Of Iaternal Power there is no queſtion made,” External Ju- 
& rildiction being underſtood all that is practiſed in ExternalCourts 
< or Conliſtories, is either Definitive or Mul&ative, Authority 
* Defnitive in matters of Faith and Religion, belongeth to the 
* Church ; MulCtative Power may be underſtood either as it:is re- 
« terred £0 {piritual Cenſures, or as it is with Coattion, As it ſtand- 
< eth in ſpiricual Cenſures, it.is the right of the Church, as was pra- 
*© Etiled by the Chutch, when the Church was without a Chriſtian 
«© Magiſtrate. and fince. - But CoaGhve Jurildiction. was never _ 

&t1 
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« &iſed by the Cherch, when the Church was without Chriſtian 
© Magiſtrate, but was alwayes underſtood to belong to the Civill 
« Magiſtrate, whether he were Chriſtian or Heathen, &e. _ 
« The Apoſtles did ſometimes take vengeance upon the dilobe- 
« Jient, but that was not by the Material Sword, ( in the Power 
<« whereof we place Coaction) but by the Spiritual Sword, 


The Learned Biſhop of Derry, larely made Biſhop of Armagh, and 
honour'd with the Title of Lord Primat of all 7relazd, ſpeaks moit 
clearly to this. Point, in his Book Schiſm Guarded, p.160, ©* But 1 
« expect it ſhould be Objected, that beſides theſe Statutes which 
&« concernthe Patronage ot the Engliſh Charch,the Legiflative,the 
&« Judiciary, the Dilpenlative Power of Popes, There are two other 
« Statutes made by Henry the Eighth, ThE one, An A for ex- 
« tinguiſhing the Authority of the Biſhop of Rome : The other, An 
« Att for eſtabliſhing the Kings *ucceſcton in the Crown; whereit 
* there is an Oath, That the Biſhop of #omze ought not to have any 
*< Juriſdiction or Authority in this Reatm, And thzt it is declared 
*1nthe 39" Article of our Church, That the Biſhop of Rowe hath 
* no Juriſdiction in this Kingdom of Engel1ind. And in the Oath or- 
© dained by Queen El/z tbeth, That no forrein Prelate hath, or 
© oughs. to have, any Juriſdiftion or Authority, Eccleliaſtical or 
« Spiritual within this Realm, 

. © I Anſwer this Objection three wayes, Firſt, As to the two 
Laws of Henry the eigch, They are both repealed long ſince by 
* Queen Mary, and never were reſtored by any ſucceecing Prince, 
* It chere were any thing blame-worthy in them, let it dye with 
©rhem, + confelle I approve not the Conſtruing of cne Oath for 
© another, nor the {ivearing before-h2ad to Statutes made 01 to be 
* made, But de mortuis nil niþ boxym, 

« Secondly, I Antwer according to the equity of my ſecond 
* ground, that although it were ſuppoled, thit cur Anceſtors had 
* over-reached them(elyes and the truth in ſome expreſſion; yet 
* that concerns not us at all, ſo long as we keep our ſelves exactly to 
* the line and leve] of Apoftolical Tradition, 

* Thirdly and principally Ianfiver, That our, Anceſtors meant 
* the very ſame thing that we do, our only difference is ia the uſe of 

vords 
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* words, Spiritual Anthority or Furiſdition, which we underſtand 
© properly ot authority and Juriſdiction, purely Spiritual, which ex- 
© rendeth no further then. the Court of Conſcience, But by Spiri- 
* tual Authority or Jurildiccion, they did underſt.nd Eccleſtaſtical 
© authority and Jurildiftion in the Extertour Court, which in truth 
<« 1s partly $Spi1i-tnal, partly Pilztical.So our Anceſtors caſt out F:x- 
© ternal Eccleſiaſtical Coaftive Furiſdifttion. The fame do we, They 
« did not take away trom the Pope the Power of the Keys or Fnri;- 
* aic1#9n pnrily ſpiritual; No more do we, And p.119, We ac- 
* knowledge, that Biſhops were alwayes eſteemed the proper Jud- 
© ges of the Cannons, both tor compoſing of them, andexecuting 
* of thei ; but with this Caution, that to make them-Laws chic 
«* confirmation of the Prince was required, and to give the Biſhop 
«<a Coattive Power &o execute them, the Princes Grant or Con-+ 
© ceſſ:on was needtull. And p.170, Whatſoever Power our Laws 
« did civeſt the Pope of, they inveſted the King with it. But they 
* never inveſted the King with any Spiritual Power or Juriſdiction, 
«yitneſle the Injunction of Queen £/zzabeth, the Articles of the 
& Church, King Fames, our Statutes, ec. 

&* In that Oath ONLY is conteined the Kings abſolute Power, 
« tobe Judge over all Perſons as well Civil as Eccleſiaſtical, exclu- 
« ding a!l forrain Powers and Potentates to be Judges Within his 
© Dominions : And generally all Engliſh-Protcſtant Writers who 
mantain the 39. Articles, with the Diſcipline and Canons of the 
Church of Fzel/and, do conitantly athrm. 

That the Kings [aid Supreme Government and Rule is intended 
no other wayes but to exerciſe under God the Supreme coactive 
Furiſdittion and Power over all his Subjects within his Realms and 
Dominions, of what eſtate ſever they be, whether Eccleſtaſticall or 
Temporal, to take corniſance in his externall Tribunals of offender. 
for the puniſhing of them with civil and corporal puniſhments, accor- 
ding to the nature and quality of their reſpeive offences: And 
that Spiricuall and Eccleſiaſticl things and Cauſes ( the tranſgret- 
{ors whereia are lyable to his cogniſance and puniſhment as afore- 
ſaid ) are not meant of things and cauſes that are meerly ſpiri- 
tual, as of Faith and Religion, but ot ſuch as in their own nature are 
cither civil or mited with ſomething that is temporal, which accord- 

ing 
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-ing to vulgir- acceptation, are called nevert" eleſſe Spiritnalt-or 
-Eccleſ#aſtical, tor the reaſons noted by Doctor Carleton as afore- 
ſaid. 

' This Supreme external Coactive power and Juriſdiction as a- 
foreſaid, cannot be acknowledged to be due to the'King, but by 
-neceſlary conſequence all Power, Prerogative, Juriſdiction, Su- 
periority or Authority repugnant to the ſame, .muſt be denied 
and difclaimed in any Prelate, Perſon ,' State, or Potentate, 
forreign or domeſtick whatſoever, other. then by or under his 
Majeſties permiſſion or Authority, 

Bur it is alſo obſervable, that what Power or Juriſdiftion ſo- 
ever that is but meerly Spiritual ' (and conſequently not belong- 
ing to the King) is not meant orintended to be denied or re- 
nounced to the Church, or to any Perſon Prelate e&Fc, whatſoe- 
ver, as the aforeſaid Biſhop of Derry moſt expreſly decl'res, in 
very many places; of his Book aforelaid , which tor brevities 
ſake, are omitted, - excepting theſe few hereunder mentioned, 
which may abundantly fatisfie. Pag. 62. And therefore when 
we meet with theſe words, or the like, That No forreien Prelate 
ſhall exerciſe any manner of power, Furiſdittion , Superiority, 
Preheminence or priviledge. Eccleſiaftical or Spiritual within this 
Realm ;, It ts not to be underitood of Internal or purely Spiritaall 
Power in the Court of Conſcience, or the power of the Keys (We 
ſee the contrary pradtiſed every day ) but of external coattivepow- 
er in Eccleſiaſtical cauſes,in foro contentiolo,g&c,Andin his Epiſtle 
do the Reader, ( haying ſer down all or the moſt conſiderable 
Points of difterence and queſtion upon this Subject, concludes 
his ſaid Fpiſtle with theſe words, viz, © The true controverſte 
«is, Whether the- Biſhop of Rome ought by Divine Right ta 
© have the external regiment of the Engliſh Church, and Co- 
& aftive Juriſdiction in Engliſh Courts, againſt the will of the 
*& King, -and Laws of the Kingdome, And p. 218, 'No dit- 
© 'erence between Romane Catholicks and our telves abour the 
« Pipacy, but -only-about the extent of Papal power, &c, 

.'Tov'theſe may be added, that the Biſhop of Spalato that came 


Into Exslapd, atter his being ny Biſhop by the Pope, 
or 
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or by authority from the See of Rome, did notrenue his Cha- 
rater after he came over, yet ( as is well known) ordain- 
ed divers Prieſts here, which was never diſputed, but allow- 
ed by the Church of England to: have been validly done, All 
which confirms what is ſaid before, That Juriſdition purely 
ſpirituall is not denied by the now intendiment of the ſaid 
Oath, and that it is not an Oath of Religion, but of Allegiance, 
as is expreſly ſaid in Queen Elizebeths Admonition aforeſaid 

and obliges the takers to no more, but to aſſiſt and defend all 
the ancient Juriſdictions of the Crown, and to renounce and im- 
pugn all forreign Juriſdiftions and Powers repugnant to the 
ſame. What thoſe ancient Juriſdictions 'of the Crown were 
eſteemed to be, may be oblerved by the Statutes of Clarendoy, 
the Statute of Carlile, the Articles of the Clergy, the Statute 
of Proviſors, and other the Laws of our Norman Kings, and 
in the times of Hezry the Third, Edward the Firſt, Edward the 
Third, Richard the Second, Hewry the Fourth, which Statutes and 
Laws had not fo, publickly paſſed, without a greater clamour of 
ether Nations-protefſing the ſame Religion,it the Popes pretend» 
ed power in thoſe reſpective mixed caſes had been thought ta. 
have been Fure divine, or (o undeniably his. right, as ſome Di- 
vines do chalenge in his behalf, 


But foraſmuch as many Learned and Large Treatiſes haye 
been written upon this Subject, of mixed Cauſes, as aforeſaid, 
both by Romane Carholicks, and by Profeſlors of the Reform- 
ed Religion of ſeveral Nations, and of each fide ſome holdin 
that rhey belong to the Kings Supreme Authority and civil ſword, 
athers that they belong only to the Church without any Concel- 
ſign from the temporal Magiſtrate, 


For allay to the Scruples- that. may hereupon ariſe in the 
mindes of any his Majeſttes Loyal Subje&ts, it may be obſer- 
ved, tbat fiace the Learned Doctors of both ſides do reſpeRive- 
ly deciare upon mature conſideration of ſeveral Texts of holy 


Writs Ads of Councils, and other reaſons alledged,tg have diffe- 
rent. 
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refit Sentirtenitsthereim, foe of each fide, holding the contrary 

to what others ot the ſame profeſſion do ſtrongly maintain, but 

never Oeobatalc oy, =_ re , 

The ui their fatd opinions may reſpeCtively watratit 

( if not oblige) all bi Majeſties Subjetts ( eſpecially x. ſo ert- 

joyned by Law) to acknowledge ſubmiſſion to that external co- 
| ative Power and Authority of his Majeſty for thepuniſhment of 
Offenders with civit and corporal puniſhments in ſuck mixed ca- 
ſes, as aforeſaid, which their reſpetive Teachers doe affirm to 
be juſtly derived from natural Reaſon, and clear places of 
Scripture, and aftert them as part of his Royal Jucifdi- 
Chon, 

Our ancient Hiſtories, Statutes, and moſt authentick Records of 
former times, ons betore Henry 8h do teſtifie as aforeſaid, Thar 
our Kings did challenge a ſovereign, external , coactive Juriſdi- 
ion over all their Subjects, as atoreſaid in thoſe cates, ſome- 
times indulging them to the: Eccleſ1aſtical Courts, and See of 
; Rome, {ſometimes reſtraining them again ( of their oy.n Autho« 
| rity, without recourſe to the Pope or See of Rome ) more or 
lefſe according to thetr zeal or devotion towards the Church 
and Church-men, and the reſpe@tive occaſions in thoſe times, 
according as was then thought fit by our Kings and Parlia- 
ments, Read the Statutes of Proviſors, 25.0t E4.3. 

The practice in France ſufficiently declares what that Kings 
Power is in the caſes aforeſaid : For although ſpiritual offences 
( that are meerly ſuch) are puniſhable in the t ccleſiaſtical Courts 
 onely by ſpiritual Cenfures as Excommunication, Suſpenſion, 
&c. Yetit the cauſe be mixed in any fort with what is civil or ' 
temporal, as aforeſaid; or if never (0 little pecuniary Mul& be 
impoſed upon the offenders for damages by the Ecclefiaſtical 
Judges, the whole matter raay be brought to the cognizance of 
the civil Cotrt upon appeal, and the former ſentence reverſed, if 
it bethought fit: Nor does 2ny Eccleſiaſtical Promction or . D:g- 
nity, how: great ſoever, priviledee any perion from civih: nd 
corporal Maths mere s rn. ſt 
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the now Arch-biſhop of Pars, under the moſt. Chriſtian Kings, 
who is kzxown to be moſt zealouſly devoted to the Church and. 
See of Rome. And many other Preſidents of the ſame nature. 
have been in Hungary, Germany, and. other. Countreys that hold 
communion with that Church, . | 

The King of Spain exerciſes the like Authority in ſeveral pla- 
ces of his Dominions, and ſo amply in his Kingdome of $S:c/ly, 
that it is there called, Supream Spiritnal: Authority, and ſpiri- 
tual Monarchy, asis acknowledged by the Catholick Divine in 
in his Anſwer to the fifth part of S* Edward Cookes Reports, 
Pag. 102. which words Supream-, ſpiritual Authority, and Spi-- 
ritual Monarchy ſound as harſh, and require a favourable 
explanation, no. leſle than any the words in Queen Flijzaberhs 
Oathaforeſaid., He lſayes indeed, © That Pope Yrbane grant- 
«ed the ſame long time fince to that Kings Predeceſſours, as 
& Pope Nicolas ſomewhat of the like nature.to St, Edward King. 
«of England. 

But meer ſpiricual Juriſdiction ( as is conceived ) could not be 
granted to a Lay perſon. And our Queſtion being of the original 
right of our Princes to ſupream, external, coactive Jutiidiction, 
over their Subjects to takecognizance of offenders in ſuch mixed 
caſes, as aforeſaid, for puniſhing them with civil and corporal pu- 
niſhments according to the reſpective quality. of their offences, 
which- (indeed) .is no other . but a civil and temporal power, 
though the ſaid caſes be vulgarly called Spiritual for the reaſons. 
declared as aboveſaid, he.ought to have told us how the Pope 
came to be inveſted with ſuch coactive power by force - of 
Law and corporall puniſhments, which he ſo granted. away 
unto others, : 

Chriſt ſaid, His Kinzdome was not of this world, The Apoſtles 
claimed no ſuch coactive power, by torce of Law,and corporal pu- 
nihments,as aforeſaid, nor any the atoreſaid exemption-of their 
perſons or goods from the temporal Magiſtrate and his Tribu- 
nals, The Church ( as the ſaid Catholike Divine confeſſes) had 
neſuch power for ſeveral Ages, the Emperour Conftantine was 
the. firſt chat granted it, who did it (to uſe his words ) volun- 

tarily, 
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rejily; Andpagher Kings and Princes, apen their ſingular de- 
wvotion, and in imitation of that good Emperonr. 

And doth not all this plainly fignifie,that the External Coa- 
Rive power ( ſuch as aforeſaid) was originally inthe Supreme 
temporal Magiſtrate © whoſe ſaid Supreme power (as moſt 
Learned men do affirm) cannot 'binde 'and conclude it (elf 
in a Law, fo as not to be able to revoke or alter the ſame 
when there is juſt cauſe, for preſervaticn of its being, and 
generall good of the Common-wealth (otherways) in im- 
minent danger, And conſequently howſoever Cannon 
Eaws and Dectetals' have been ſometimes received by 
permiſſion or concefſion of our Kings alone, or Parlia- 
ments of our Nation, and in vertue of ſuch reception 
( and-not-otherwiſe ) matriculated among our Laws, yet 
according ito the Preſident of many of our Kings and Par- 
liaments long before King Henry the Eighth, the ſame 
might be walidly reſtrained or made woid to this Nation, 
ſo tarre as to the nature of a Law, if our ſaid Kings and 
ParJiaments conceived it 'neceſlary for thoſe reaſons as a- 
tiWveſaid. Whether the ſame was well or ill done by 
them, or whether the cauſes were ſufficient or not, in 
the reſpeR.ve occaſions, the doers were an{werable in conſci- 
ence, not their Subjects who were bound to yeeld obedience 
to their Soveraign power, in what things ſoever were 
not purely Spirituall, or repugnant-- unto- the Law of 

od. 


Since therefore it is moſt apparant; that Spiritual Autho- 
rity (it ſelf) 1s not denied by the-intendment of this Oath 
explained by the Admonttion and declared as aforelaid (which 
is otherwiſe then the aboveſaid Catholick Divine did un-, 
derſtand it to bez but-only the enlargement of Spirituall 
Authority to temporal  coa&tion-(ſuch as aforelaid,) which 
(in reality ) alters -its-nature , and is repugnant to the 
prerogative Royall of this Crowne , and which in- 
deed the Court of Raye ( not the Church of Rome ) and 


ſome Divines moſt. eſpecially depending upon the _ 
WOuug + 


would extend the ſaid (pirituall payer anto,, bat Fore Di- 
vine, _ w.13 nat (0 a+ 4xitio, as.munitetly appearsby what is 
abovelaid, | | 


Why (hauld any his M1jeſties Loyall Subjects ( Romane 
Catholikes elpzcially } deay to acknowledge their durifull 
ſubmiſſion to his M yeſties taid Soveraignty and Rule over 
all tis Su »j2cts, an4 their like abe:hence co maintain Laws 
eſtabliſhed, fo farre as they relace to his (aid Authority in 
{uch manner as above-declared; Wiereas not only the 
Opinions of miny of the molt Learned Writers of their 
own Religion do2 mintain, Thac Externill CoaMion 
force of Luw, an4 civil an4 corporall puniſhnent upon of- 
tenders of what quality ſoevec, and tor what matter or 
cauſe {oever fo deſerving, as aboveſaid, is of naturall right 
belenging to the Supreme Temporal Magiſtrate , But 
alſo, the practiſe of our Kings and Parliaments in former 
Ages ( time out of minde ) as alfo the preſent praftiſe of 
other Kings and Countreys, that ( nevertheleſſe ) hold 
Communion with 'the Pope ani Churchof Rome, dowry , 
thoriſe and approve the exerciſe of che ſame, according to e- 
mergent occaſtons, by the ſaid Supreme temporall Magiſtrate, 
in manner as abovelaid, 
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with that See, and by the over-bold affertions of ſuch Wri- 

that ſome of their ſaid Opinions were De Fide, it hath 
been,inſtilled (though not with truth) into the minds of moſt 
of the people of this Nation, That whoſoever holds Com- 
munion with the Church of Rowe, muſt _—_ be princi- 
pled according to their ſaid Tenets, Which cauſed his Majeſty 
King Fames (and others ſo conceiving) to think that the a- 
bove {aid Oath was purpoſly framed to make diſtintion be- 
tween Proteftants and Roman Catholicks, who chiefly upon 
this ſcore were all promiſcuouily called Papiſts, and fo ſevere 
Laws Enacted againſt them in Queen El/zzaberhs time and 
ſince, By of Derry's Schiſm Garded, Page 176, © It is true 
«there are other differences between us, but this is the maig 
& difference that giveth denomination to the parties, 

But the truth hereof ought (it but in charity) to be further 
enquired into by all conſcientious men, eſpecially by thoſe ins 
Authority. F 

For many of the Roman Catholicks of theſe Nations (nay 
moſt of the moſt-knowing among them). do profeſle, againſt 
ſuch over-bold aflertions, fuch immoderate attributes, ſuch 
unumared powers and praQtices, as much as any Proteſtants 
whatfvever, And although they hold Communion with the 
Church of Reme in ſpiritaalibus, and acknowledg (as their 
Ancient Foretathers did) that the Pope is the Supreme Spi- 
ritual Paſtor (which the Biſhop of Derry ſaies is not inedled 
with one way or other in the intendmept of this Oath, ſo it be 
but in ſpirituals. And his Royal Majeſty King * Fames could * 4jvl. tor the 
be content that the Biſhop of Rowe were Patriarch of the Weſt, = of Alle» 
and were the firſt Biſhop among all Biſhops, and Princeps Epi(- OY ; 
coporum, f# &s be be no otherwiſe then as Peter was Princeps 
Apoſtolorum.) Yet the ſaid Roman Catholicks do not hold 
Was a part of their faith, that the Pope is-infallibly Tree from 
E--x, or that he can abſolve Subjects from their obedience 
to *<\ir-natural Prince, or from the Obligation of faithful 
upright gealing with their Neighbours, though ſuch theit 
Prince ©). Neighbour be not of their Religion, .or were Ex- 

communicated, 
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communicated , -or what;more the Pope could do by himſels 
" or with any other, againſt them for that cauſe,, Andall this 
(ay they) they will chearfully reſtifie upon their Qaths, with- 
out equivocation or mental reſervation, if an Oath in clear 
terms expreſſing as aforelaid be tendred unto them, | 
It is not the true meaning of the Oath explained in manner 
as aboveſaid, which makes many of them retuſe to take the 
ſame z but there being an Oath made ſince, and called the 
Oath of Allegiance, makes them apprehend, that ſomething 
more than meer Allegiance is contained in the former. And 
beſiges the latituce ot the words in this Oath (at which many 
Proteſtants alſo ſtick) which words are not explained bur by 
the admonition as aforeſaid, and that admonition again not 
cleared, but by the Writings of Learned Doctors, and then 
authorized by the Proviſo 52 Elzz, and the force ot that Pro- 
viſo to be relolved by the Learned Men in the Law, Theſe 
particulars (notknown to many, and fo intricate in them- 
{elves) and above all, the conſtant tendring ot the ſaid Oatt 
for ſo many years paſt, without the aforeſaid explanation, 
Theſe things I ſay have made it to be firmly believed by 
them, and thoſe of their profeſſion over all Chanea- 
dome, that in taking the ſaid Oath, with what explanation 
loever (if ſuch explanation be ,not as publickly mace known 
and declarec) they give juſt ſcandal (which is Afalum in [e) 
that they renounce their Religion: as indeed the common 
-— _— of the words of the ſaid .Oath do jmport no 
leſle, 
And ſince the ſaid Roman Catholicks have been ſo Loyill 
to his Majeſty, not one having crawn Sword againſt him in 
the late Rebellion, {ſo many of them having loſt cheirives 
and eſtates, and endured ſtri&t Imprifonment and great hard- 
ſhip for his cauſe, and rendred eminent ſervices 1n the 1;t£ 
Wars even to the prelervationgt his moſt Sacred, Perſop,, - 
It ſeems but yery reaſonable what is genexally defjrgur oy 
them, viz, that the Oathes required: of them unde: 10 great 
penalties,may be cleared of thoſe doubtful exprefſiors = 
Whic 


ey) -; 
-which cauſe their (cruples as aforeſaid;-or 2-new Oathto be 
compiled in clear terms, whereby not only they, but alſo many 
Proteſtants who likewiſe ſcruple at the words of the ſame,may 
(to the entire ſatisfaRion of his Majeſty and the Nation) tally 
reſtifie the Allegiance and Fidelity of faithfu! Subjects, and 
true Patriotts, and no longer remain (as generally they now 
do) diſtruſted, and ſubje& to much oblequy,” and in an incapa- 
city to (erve their King and Countrey, (notwithſtanding the 
indulgence generally afforded to tender Conſciences, though 
of different perſwaſion from the Tenets of the Church of 
England,) and all this upon no-other ſcore, but of being 
- thought otherwiſe prigcipled then what: their (aid late ati- 
ons have approved them to be, and what they now offer 
ro profeſle upon their Oaths, which is the greateſt ſecurity 
 that.can be given in teſtimony of a mans intention , and 
as much as ſatisfies inthe like caſe of ulpacion, from thoſe 
that have tought , &c. againſt. his -Majeſtyg and. been his 
moſt bitrer enemies. 


